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sexes, nature herself points ont the female as the fitter of the two to 
"imdertake this charge ; for the same reason the care of the sick and 
infirm may be most properly entrusted to her. As a consequence of this 
it seems almost to follow that certain departments of the medical profes- 
sion may be advantageously practised by females, either in common with, 
or in preference to the males. In many branches of literature already 
alluded to, they are in all respects as well qualified to engage as are 
those of the opposite sex. In certain professions, such as the legal, 
we can hardly wish to see the fair sex occupied, not from any doubt of 
their qualifications for success here, — where, when occasion has com- 
pelled them to come forward, it must be admitted that they have ac- 
quitted themselves with the highest credit, — but on account of the 
unseemly contentions which such a pursuit necessarily entails. In 
many business matters, the keeping of accovuits, and the conduct of 
commercial transactions, women appear to be quite as well qualified 
to act, and are as successful as are the men. 

Nevertheless, the result of the whole inqu.iry proposed as the subject 
of the present paper must be to convince us that there is, after all, an 
essential and extensive difference and inequality between persons of 
different sexes, — not by any means however one of uniform superiority 
on eitlier side, — mental and moral as well as material, arising from a 
difiference in material structure, in texture and temperament as well 
as organic, which no similarity of education can ever remove, no identity 
of circumstances can ever serve to annihilate. Indeed, any attempts of 
this kind, by bringing the two into immediate juxtaposition, only 
sufiice to exhibit the more clearly, and to contrast more forcibly, the 
great and decided distinction, both mental and moral, which exists 
between them. Any efforts to obliterate this difiference, or to assimi- 
late the nature of the two, by engaging either in jDursuits proper only 
for the other, are but attempts to violate nature, and as such can never 
be successful, except to prove the folly and the futility of all such ex- 
ertions. Against undertakings of this kind the voice of nature, the 
experience of all time, and in all nations, savage as well as civilised, 
raise their decided protest. Change their pursuits, their studies, their 
style of education, as you may, male and female, in all their character- 
istics, in their dispositions and their capacities, will still exhibit the 
same peculiarities throughout, marked and distinct as ever. The cur- 
rent may be diverted, but its course will be still always downward. The 
laws of natiire are too strong by far to allow of any vain efforts of 
ours either to diminish their power, or to elude their gTasp. 

The thanks of the meeting having been given to Mr. Han-is, the 
following paper was then read — 

On the Real Differences in tlie Minds of Men and Women. By 
J. MoGrigor Allan, Esq., F.A.S.L. 

" In the normal condition of things, woman's mission is not merely to 
bring forth children and to suckle them, but to attend to their early educa- 
tion; whilst the father must provide for the subsistence of the family. 
Everything that affects this normal order necessarily induces a perturbance 
in the evolution of races ; and hence it follows that the condition of women in 
society must be carefully studied by the anthropologist."— Broca on " An- 
throi)ology." — Awthro]). Review, .Tan. 1868. 
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la woman intellectually the equal of man 1 Are there no natural 
mental distinctions between the sexes 1 Are the obvious differences in 
thoughtand action, observable between menand women, produced solely 
by education, or founded on nature? Is woman susceptible of the same 
mental training as man, and could a similar process of instruction 
remove all mental distinctions between the sexes, and enable woman 
to compete successfully with man in all kinds of intellectual labour % 
These questions, interesting in themselves, and profoundly important 
in the practical results depending on their solution, I propose to dis- 
cuss in this limited paper. The subject is not only strictly anthropio- 
logical, but eminently practical and popular. Few, if any, topics can 
prefer a prior claim on students of man-science, than this of the 
states of woman. All attempts to ascertain man's proper place in 
nature involve consideration of both sexes. The assertions and claims 
put forward luider the term " Woman's Eights", are a challenge to 
anthropologists to consider the scientific question of woman's mental, 
moral, and physical qualities, her nature and normal condition relative 
to man. Nowhere, then, can the question be more appropriately and 
profitably discussed than in the Anthropological Society. 

Fifteen years ago, my attention was directed to the Woman-question. 
I was then inclined to believe there was no radical distinction in mind 
between the sexes. In 1860, I published a small volume. The In- 
tellectual Severance of Men and Women, in which I endeavoured to 
trace the faults of both sexe>s to a bad sj'stem of education. Greater 
experience and anthropological study enable me to see the error I 
made in regarding woman's position, socially and conventionally, with- 
out sufficiently attending to the scientific and physiological aspect of 
the question. "Woman's Riglits" advocates are now preaching the 
equality of the sexes. Smart American ladies have " gone a-head" of 
equality ; and adduce as a proof of the superiority of woman, " the 
greater complexity of woman's physical organisation." Chaste phrase ! 
"The British Transcendental School rests content with begging the 
whole question, by asserting as the basis of a total revolution in the 
sexual relations, the equality of man and woman. 

To prevent misunderstanding, let us define our terms. What is 
meant by the glib assertion, that woman is the equal of man ? Is 
she equal in size ? No. In physical strength ? No. In intellect ? 
Yes, replies the advocate ; and if she received the same training as 
man, she would demonstrate her intellectual equality and her moral 
superiority to her masculine tyrant. I deny this assertion ; and pro- 
ceed to show why woman is incapable of receiving a training similar 
to that of man. My position is, that there imisf be radical, natural, 
permanent distinctions in the inental and moral confoi'mation, corre- 
sponding loith those in the physical organisation of the sexes. Examine 
male and female skeletons ; study men and women physiologically, 
pathologically, in health and disease ; observe philosophically their 
respective pursuits, functions, pleasures, tastes, aspirations ; recall 
the part which each sex has played in history ; listen to the conversa- 
tion of men and women in society ; compare the sculptured forms of 
the antique, and the portraits of the two sexes ; study and contrast 
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them artistically in the life-school ; observe men and women as they 
mingle in the daily scenes of the world ; and we shall find it difficnlt 
to accede to platform j^aradoxes, — that there is no sex in mind, and 
that the intellectual diversity of the sexes is due to ednoation alone ! 

Man is an animal ; woman is the female of man. Although in some 
respects — such as grace, delicacj', beauty of form, complexion, etc. — 
woman appears to recede more from, in other respects she approaches 
more closely than man does, to the animal type ! Physically, for ex- 
ample, in the menstrual discharge, — if it be true that this is also a 
characteristic of female anthropoid apes, and of other mammalia. 
Mentally, the approach to the animal is more decided, and is seen in 
tlie superior instinct of woman compared with man. In reflective 
power, woman is utterly unable to compete with man ; but she pos- 
sesses a compensating gift in her marvellous faculty of intuition. A 
woman will (iiy a power similar to that sort of semi-reason by which 
animals avoid what is hurtful, and seek what is necessary to their 
existence) arrive instantaneousl}^ at a correct oiainiou on a subject to 
which a man cannot attain, save by a long and complicated process 
of reasoning, and some error in that process entails a wrong conclu- 
sion. Place a jDrofound philosoplier and a simple woman in the same 
society: the woman, by some intuitive, and by her inexplicable power, 
will at once form a tolerably correct opinion of those present ; while 
our philosopher, after much reflection, and with all the aids of phre- 
nology, jjliysiognoniy, and logic, will form an opinion quite as likely 
to be wrong as right. But educate a woman to the utmost of her 
capacity, and let her try conclusions with an uneducated man : place 
l)efore them a problem in Euclid, tlie mechanism of a steam-engine, 
or any other study requiring reason ; the man's views will be more 
profound, broad, and luminous than iliose of tlie woman. You have 
deadened or destroyed by systematic training the woman's instinct of 
jjerceptivity, without being able to bestow, as an equivalent, the rea- 
soning power of the man. 

It is asserted witli truth that, nj) to the age of puberty, there is 
little perceptible difierence in male and female minds ; that the ad- 
vantage, if any, is on the side of the girl. I deduce from this fact a 
conclusion quite opposed to that of mental equality of the sexes. In 
the animal and vegetable kingdoms we find this invariable law — 
I'apidity of growth inversely proportionate to the degi'ee of perfection 
at maturity. The higher the animal or plant in the scale of being, 
the more slowly does it reach its utmost capacity of development. 
Girls are i^hysically and mentally more precocious than boys. The 
human female arrives sooner than the male at maturity, and finiiishes 
one of the strongest arguments against the alleged equality of the 
sexes. The quicker appreciation of girls is the instinct, or intuitive 
faculty in operation ; while the slower boy is an example of tlie latent 
reasoning power not yet developed. Compare them in after-life, when 
the boy has become a young man full of intelligence, and the girl 
has been educated into a yomig Luly reading novels, working crooliet, 
and going into hysterics at sight of a mouse or a sjiider. 

Sydney Smitli endeavoured to explain tlic dift'orence in the under- 
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standings of men and women, without referring to any conjectural 
differences of original mental conformation ; — "As long as boys and 
girls run about in the dirt, and trundle hoops together, they are pre- 
cisely alike. If you catch up one-half and train them to a particular set 
of actions, and the other half to a perfectly opposite set, their understand- 
ings will diifer" accordingly. He thinks " there is no occasion to go 
into deeper or more abstract reasoning to explain so simple a pheno- 
menon." This superficial view entirely ignores the inflirence of sexual 
organisation in the early determination of character, which explains 
why we catch up one-half and train them differently from the other 
half. It is not true that girls and boys are exactly alike in mind. 
The pursuits and games of boys difler materially from those of girls. 
That they have amusements in common is natural, and applies to 
adults as well. Yet even in childhood, sex has its characteristic 
tastes. Boys love activity, bustle, noise, drums, guns, swords, tops, 
balls, horses, carriages, etc. To play at horses, soldiers, hide-and- 
seek, hare and hounds, and other games in imitation of masculine 
cruelty, is their delight. Even at this tender age, we discover the 
combative and destructive propensities, \Yliose future develop)ment 
will convert them into heroes and filibusters. 

Girls love best jilaythings connected with personal appearance — 
looking-glasses, necklaces, earrings, ribbons, lace, etc. ; above all, 
doUs. The doll is the special amusement of girls. In thus playing 
at maternity by anticipation, nature affords a strong and unerring- 
intimation of the ultimate destiny of woman. Observe street-children 
assembled round an organ-grinder. We do not see boys and girls 
dancing indiscriminately in equal numbers. For one boy dancing, 
we may count fifty or a himdred girls — another strong natural bent 
of the female character exhibited in childhood. 

For male and female there is no serious difference of opinion or 
object until the age of puberty. Then, how great the difference ! 
The boy, springing into manhood, is at once and for ever developed, 
and, so far as sex is concerned, completed. Whereas the woman, for 
a period varying from twenty to thirty years, is an admirably con- 
structed apparatus for the most mysterious and sublime of nature's 
mysteries — the reproductive process. The young man starts free ; 
his sexual development once completed, all is acoonip)lished : the young- 
virgin is adapted for becoming a matrix, in which a process, iuvolviug 
her whole physique, may occur eighteen or twenty times within thirty 
ye-ars. Whether the menstrual discharge be peculiar to woman, or 
common to woman and other mammalia, it characterises women of 
all races in a normal state. Although the duration of the menstrual 
period differs greatly according- to race, temperament, and health, it 
will be within the mark to state that women are unwell, from this 
cause, on the average two days in the month, or say one month in 
the year. At such times, women are unfit for any great mental or 
physical labour. They suffer imder a languor and depression which 
disqualify them for thought or action, and render it extremely 
doubtful how far they can be considered responsible beings while the 
crisis lasts. Much of the inconsequent conduct of women, their pet- 
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ulance, caprice, and irritability, may be traced directly to this cause. 
It is not improbable that instances of feminine cruelty (which startle 
us as so inconsistent with the normal gentleness of the sex) are at- 
tributable to mental excitement caused by this periodical illness. The 
greater number of capricious acts of tyranny and blood, ordered, or 
personally committed by women possessed of despotic power, might 
be thus explained, and testify to the folly of trusting any woman with 
arbitrary authority. Imagine a woman, at such a time, having it in 
her power to sign the death-warrant of a rival or a faithless lover ! 

Delicate nervous women suffer, I think, longer than is generally 
supposed. Michelet defines woman as an invalid. Such she empha- 
tically is, as compared with man. Woman is doubly entitled to man's 
protection ; not only as smaller and weaker than himself, but as being, 
on account of her sex, more or less always unwell. Who does woman 
the greater service — he who ignores, or he who remembers this im- 
portant physiological distinction between the sexes ? This distinction 
is never mentioned on platforms, where men and women bray about 
the equality of the sexes ; yet every medical man knows it underlies the 
whole question. This periodical illness of women is always ignored 
by theorists, whose object apparently is to produce an anti-scientific, 
superficial declamation to tickle the ears of groundlings ; but it can- 
not be practically ignored with impunity. Outraged nature exacts 
a terrible retribution. Here, then, is to be sought the true cause of 
that predominance of the male intellect, ascribed by feminine frothy 
lecturers of both sexes to the tyrannical usurpation of man. Our 
sex, it is said, has used its only superior faculty, muscular strength, to 
trample upon woman, — to deprive her of her rights, — to treat her as 
a slave. This is the sort of stuff that goes down with mixed au- 
diences, even in so-called semi-scientific societies. If government 
depend solely on superiority in physical strength, why is man the 
lord of creation ? Why are we not ruled by lions, tigers, bulls, bears, 
elephants, and whales ? Why does the gorilla still lurk in the forests 
of equatorial Africa, and not put in his claim to settle the affairs of 
Spain, or sit in Mr. Gladstone's cabinet ? 

Even if woman possessed a brain equal to man's — if her intel- 
lectual powers were equal to his — the eternal distinction in the phy- 
sical organisation of the sexes would make the average man in the 
long run, the mental superior of the average woman. In intellectual 
labour, man has surpassed, does now, and always will surpass woman, 
for the obvious reason that nature does not periodically interrupt his 
thought and application. Where the constitution is sound, man is a 
powerful thinking machine, free to study daily, all the year round, 
during a long lifetime. Some men have died, literally of old age, 
without experiencing one day's illness, incredible as it may seem, with- 
out the aid of physicians ; thereby showing an indifference for the 
faculty bordering on contempt. Still, facts are stubborn things ; and 
there are, even in our highly civilised country, truly rural districts 
where doctors cannot make a living, owing to the bad habit persisted 
in by the natives, of never dying of any disease but that which ter- 
minated the life of Methuselah. 
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No analogous instance could be truthfully recorded of any woman. 
No woman ever passed through life without being ill. She suffers 
fi'om " the custom of women", or she does not. In either case she is 
normally or abnormally ill. Thus every woman is, according to tem- 
perament and other circumstances, always more or less an invalid. 
Therefore, no woman can pursue uninterrupted physical or mental 
labour. Natui'e disables the whole sex, single as well as married, 
from competing on equal terms with man. Has woman powers of 
mind and body equally free and untrammelled with those of man ? 
Will she voluntarily devote herself to abstract study and profound 
thought *? or will she be more likely to have her ideas, wishes, and 
motives centred more immediately and naturally on what directly 
concerns hergelf physiologically, in relation to her important shai'e in 
the grand function of repi'oduction % Great physical and luental ex- 
ertion cannot go on at the same time in the same organism. Profound 
thinkers and philosophers are notoriously unprolifio ; and with very 
rare exceptions, their oifspring are of inferior power. Can we imagine 
a woman, in an interesting situation, dividing her time between 
morning sickness and Malthus on Population, — between the not un- 
common crtiving for old leather, indigestible frait, or other disgusting 
aliment, and Liebig on the Chemistry of Food; shaping or sewing 
baby-linen, and meditating on a motive power to supersede steam ; 
suffering all those flutterings, palpitations, whims, and fancies, fre- 
quent in the impregnated state, and plunging absorbedly into Kant's 
Critique of Pure lieason. Buckle's Gimlisation, or Colenso on the 
Pentateuch 1 

Every jshysiologist knows that the health of an expectant mother 
imperatively demands rest, qiiiet, freedom from harassing cares, from 
bodily and mental toil. Women are already too prone to neglect the 
powerful hints of nature, that during the jjeriod of gestation, retirement 
is not only decorous, but a duty which they owe to themselves and 
their unborn children. It is sujjerfluous to dwell on the importance of 
the maternal duties. The normal condition of woman being evidently 
marriage and maternity, it follows that women who fulfil this con- 
dition, and discharge thoroughly their conjugal and maternal duties, 
have neither time nor inclination to try to convert themselves into 
jioor and imperfect copies of men. The functions of wife and mother 
are so essential, not only to the welfare but to the existence of the 
species, — so high and holy, that they cannot be abnegated or insuf- 
ficiently discharged, without entailing the most disastrous consequences. 
Such abnegation, or failure, to quote Dr. Brooa's words, " induces a 
perturbauce in the evolution of races." We have an illustration of 
this in America, where, in the great cities on the Atlantic seaboard, 
the old American stock is actually dying out, in consequence of the 
disinclination of women to become mothers."'^ I cannot agree with 
the American authoress who attempts to base the asserted intellectual 
superiority of woman on the fact, that she has so much more to 
tmdergo in developing the child. The premises are correct ; the con- 
clusion drawn from them is absurd. On the oontrai'v, in this important 
* Hepwortli Dixon's New America, vol. ii, cli. xxv, p. 265. 
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difference of sexual organisation, we see the true reason why man's 
reahxi is the intellect — woman's the affections. 

Consider the all-important claims of maternal functions. The ex- 
pectant motlier is possessed by the most conilioting feelings — fear, hope, 
jjleasure, pain ; natural personal appreliensions as to the results of the 
severe ordeal awaiting her, which may terminate in death to her, her 
child, or both ; or in a new and double life. The actual mother re- 
members no more her travail, for joy that she has given a man 
to the world. Slie is, or ought to be, employed in nourishing the 
helpless infant. To suppose that a woman, in either of these con- 
ditions, is able to unsex herself and change places with her husband, 
to undergo great physical and mental toil, or to undertake any taslc 
of which man is capable, from oliopping wood to chopping logic, is a 
puerile conceit, which would not be worth serious refutation, were 
there not mifortunately men and women to teach, and audiences 
foolish enough to believe, the doctrine of sexual equality. Woman's 
instinct and wishes do not lead her in the purely intellectual direc- 
tion. Her pleasures and duties are widely distinct from those of 
man. She is content, in most instances, to let others think for her, 
and trusts to that faculty, Avhere she is really superior — her intuition — 
to discover the most proper person to do so. Nature has declared, in 
language which cannot deceive, that woman's chief mission is mater- 
nity. Woman craves to be a mother, knowing that she is an imper- 
fect iindeveloped being, until she has borne a child. There is a grand 
p>hysiological truth expressed in the pathetic words of Eachel to 
Jacob: "Give me children, or else I die." The intrigues, displays, 
and piscatorial performances of manceuvring, match-making mammas 
and marriageable misses, are the results of sucli an instinct in our 
highly artificial social structure, where, unhappily, owing to the pre- 
judice of British Pliilistines in favour of the large family sj'stem 
(which is simply a monopoly of love, marriage, and parentage), en- 
forced celibacy is on the increase. Every normal woman desires to 
be married, and yearns for children, although, from a sublime deceit 
(also characteristic of feminine uatiire) she professes indifference and 
unwillingness to fulfil the great end of her existence. A feigned 
disinclination to celebrate the nuptial rites, and a simulated repulse, 
which increases the desires of the male, is common to almost all 
females of the higher mammalia, and constitutes another very remark- 
able point of resemblance between the human species and other 
animals. 

Any attempt to fix woman's condition in society, without taking 
into account the peculiarities of her physical conformation, must be 
worthless ; and it is exactly woman's physical conformation which is 
utterly ignored by the advocates of sexual equality. To the trans- 
cendental school we may bequeath Fuseli's witty saying, " Damn 
Nature, she puts me out." The transcend entalist speaks of men and 
women as ideal beings, passing over as trivial the most important 
distinctions of sex. But we happen to possess bodies ; and so, after 
listening to the most vague rha2)sodios of what woman will be in 
the futui'e, the women of the present contentedly go on with their 
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crochet, and confine the exaltation of the sex to the elevation of theii' 
chignons. Any encroachment of one sex on the physical and mental 
characteristics of the other, is umiattiral and repulsive to all well- 
constituted minds of men and women. A woman with a masculine 
mind, is as anomalous a creature, as a woman with a man's breasts, a 
man's pelvis, a man's muscular leg, or a man's beard. 

Everj'one jJorceives at a glance the remarkable distinctions in size 
and form of the sexes. Man is formed for strength ; woman for grace 
and elegance. Man is taller and more robust ; in woman, the mus- 
cular system is less than man's, and is concealed by a remarkable de- 
velopment of cellular tissue. Man's shoulders are considerably wider 
than his haunches ; in woman, there is not much difference in the 
width of these parts. The jjroportions vary considerably according 
to race and individual. In well-formed women, the shoulders slightly 
exceed the jaelvis in breadth. In some they are equal ; while in 
women of Dutch build, and in some Negro women, the pelvis is con- 
siderably wider than the shoulders. In respect to naiTo^vness of the 
pelvis, man is nearer the animal than woman. Although nature, in 
her normal productions, demarcates the sexes plainly to the most 
superficial observation, occasionally there are human hermaphrodites, 
in whom both sexes are so impai-tially mingled, that it is difficult to 
conclude whether male or female predominates, and under A-ihicli 
gender to rank the individual. V/ithout dwelling on such extreme 
cases, there are common instances of masculine women and feminine 
men, whether we judge such abnormal beings by a mental, moral, or 
p)hysical standard. As women, in whom the uterus and ovaries re- 
main inert during life, approximate in form and habits to men ; so 
we might, by analogy, conclude that some effeminate men make a 
reciprocal approach in their form, habits, and modes of thinlciug to 
women. Some might be disposed to attribute to Miss Lydia Becker 
a deej:) and subtle irony in the ve]'y title of her celebrated jjaper " On 
the suj)posed Differences in the Minds of tlie two Sexes of Man." Tlie 
physiologist might agree with a critic in the Saturday Remtu', that 
there are indisputably two sexes of man, who mciy be recognised 
by their appearance, and their normal or abnormal relations to 
women. 

Thus, the cooperation and entente cordicde between masculine women 
and feminine men, as advocates of sexual equalitj^, are natural and in- 
telligible facts, and in no way contradict the axiom, that in friendship 
and in love, individuals seek their opposites and contrasts, not their 
copies. For example, an eminently masculine man, — a big,rough, hairy, 
he-creature, brave as a lion, strong as a horse, with the digestion of an 
ostrich, and aboard like a bull -buffalo's, — almost invariably selects as 
a mate some soft, gentle, yielding, thoroughly feminine woman ; while 
a masculine woman, who preaches on a platform the doctrine of sexual 
equality, practically endorses her views by marrying some poor, in- 
significant, nondescript creature, who will never dispute the supiremacy 
of his liege lady, whether she wishes to stand in her husband's shoes 
or liis unmentionables. How, otherwise, do we account for the fact, 
that intellectual ladies either remain single, or else own hen-pecked 
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husbands ? I fear we must answer in the affirmative Byron's polite 
inquiry, — 

" But, O ye lords of ladies intelleot-aal. 
Inform us truly, have they not hen-pecked you all ?" 

Scott has made, I tliink, a remarkable anthropological eiTor, in marry- 
ing Count Robert of Paris to a virago, an imjDcrfect copy and out- 
rageous caricature of her liusbaud.* 

Mr. Alexander Walker tells us, " The vital system is peculiarly 
that of woman : any great employment of the locomotive or mental 
organs, deranges the peculiar functions of woman, and destroys the 
characteristics of her sex. Women who greatly occupy the locomotive 
organs, acquire a coarse and masculine appearance : so well is this in- 
compatibility of power in the use of locomotive organs, with the ex- 
ercise of vital ones, known to the best female dancers, that, during 
their engagements, they generally live apart from their husbands. 
As to intellectual ladies, they seldom become mothers, or they become 
intellectual when they cease to be mothers. These few facts are 
worth a thousand hypotheses and dreams, however amiable they may 
be."+ As a supplement to Walker's observation, the incompatibility 
of intellectual pursuits with the laborious profession of a dancer, is 
illustrated in the French proverb : " Bete comme nne danseuse." 

In comparing the organic structure, the relative size and conforma- 
tion of the crania and brains of the sexes, must necessarily be con- 
sidered. Walker saj^s that though in woman the whole head is 
proportionately less than in man, yet the organs of sense are propor- 
ably larger. Upon this proijortional development, he thinks, depend 
that increased sensibility and quickness of observation essential to 
the female character. This is another analogy between woman and 
the animal, in which the organs of sense, as compared with the brain 
projier, are much larger than in the human species.}. Here, possibly 
Ave may have the true physiological cause of the daily experienced 
obsei-vation, that man is a being of the intellect — woman of instinct ; 
that man reasons — woman feels. Walker concludes that women are 
less guided by intellect, and are more biassed by feeling and emotion, 
to fulfil which all their movements are more easy and prompt, though 
less sustained, increased by ready obedience of muscular action and 
relative shortness of statiu'e. This easier and less forcible action is 
conformable physically with the small and elongated cerebel, or organ 

* This novel wa,s written after repeated shocks of paralysis and apoplexy, 
and almost the last, if not the last, wort of the author. We may thus ac- 
count for the oversight of a genius so signally correct in his delineations of 
human nature, that he deserves the title of The Anthropologist of Motion. 

f Analysis of Becmty, p. 214. 

j Eatio of mass of brain to bulk of nerves arising from it : vide Lawrence, 
Lectures, p. 178. "Dividing the brain into two parts: that immediately 
connected with the sensorial extremities of the nerves, which receive their 
impressions, and is therefore devoted to wants and purijoses common to us 
and animals. The other division may be considered the seat of mental phe- 
nomena, or brain projjer. In the proportional development of this latter 
and more noble part, man is decidedly ijre-eminent. Though in his senses 
and common animal properties, he holds only a middle rank, here he sur- 
passes all other animals hitherto investigated : he is the first ot living beings." 
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of will, and morally with woman's part in life, and her desire to 
please ; while man's is to protect and defend. Agreeably to her form 
and size of brain, woman's disposition to sustain exertion, mental or 
bodily, is mach less ; hence the character " varium et mutabile semper 
f(»miua." Woman's prompt and easily affected sensibility, not her 
understanding or force of mind, renders her eminently fit to be in- 
terested in infancy, enables her to svirmovmt maternal jjains through 
affection and pity, and interests her in the cares and details of house- 
keeijing. It is this that sometimes renders nothing too irksoixie or 
too powerful for a mother, wife, or mistress, to endure. Hence, wo- 
man's oonstitntion is perfectly adapted to those functions ; her exist- 
ence is more sedentary than man's ; she has more gentleness of 
character, and is less acquainted with great crimes.*' 

Carl Vogt gives the following proportions of the female skull : — 
" Assiiming the male =100 throughout, — circumference =96.6, ca- 
pacity =89.7, weight of brain =89.9. Outlines of female head are 
rounder, facial portion of skidl, especially jaws and base of skull, 
smaller, the latter being especially narrower in posterior section. The 
base more extended, sella-angie larger ; and there is developed in the 
female a striking tendency to prognathism and to doliohocephaly. The 
type of the female skull approaches in many respects that of the infant, 
and still moi'C that of the lower races; with this is connected the re- 
markable circumstance, that the diiferennce between the sexes, as 
regards cranial cavity, increases with the development of race, so that 
the male European excels much more the female than the negro the 
negress, &c. Among peoples progressing in civilisation men are in 
advance of women ; among those retrograding, the contrary is the 
case. As in morals, woman is the conservator of old customs, usages, 
traditions, legends, and religions ; so in the material world, she j^i's- 
serves primitive forms which sloNvly yield to the iniluences of civilisa- 
tion. It is easier to overthrow a government by revolution than alter 
the arrangements in the kitchen, thougli their alDSurdity be abundantly 
proved. Woman preserves in the formation of the head, the earlier 
stage from which the race or tribe has been developed, or into which 
it has relapsed ; hence is partly explained the fact, that inequality of 
the sexes increases with the pirogress of civilisation, "f 

Professor Ecker thinks : — " With reference to the proportion of the 
skull to the rest of the skeleton, in both sexes, we possess but few 
data by anatomists. Soemmering says, in the male body, the head in 
proportion to the rest of the skeleton, is in weigiit ^1 : 8 or 10, in 
the female =1 : 6, and that it is, therefore, relatively larger in the 
female. Accurate measurements are yet wanting, but the statements 
of artists confirm it, and the entire habitus of the female agrees 
with it. "J 

Artists generally divide the male figure into eight heads, and the 
female into seven heads and a half In woman the infantile type of 
head is apparent in the smallness of the features relatively to the skull, 
and in the predominance of the cranial roof over the cranial base, or 

* Analysi%s,\>. 240. f Vog't'.s Lectures oji Man, p. 81. 

% Eckcr " On the Form of the Female Skall," Anthrop. Rev., Oct. 1868. 
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perpendicular forehead. Another characteristic of the female skull is 
its less height in comparison -with the male skull. Ancient Greek 
sculptors'"' jDerfectly understood this distinction in the cranial contour 
of the sexes, and never gave to women generally the lofty, massive, 
angular brows so lavishly bestowed on the statues of statesmen, philo- 
sophers, jjoets, historians, heroes, and gods. A perpendicular frontal 
I)rofile (orthomStopy) must not be confoimded with a perpendictilar 
facial profile (orthognathism). By the courtesy of Dr. Carter Blake, 
I verified the fact that a skull may jDossess a beautiful frontal profile, 
and yet exhibit most decided prognathism. Thus the two state- 
ments of ^Veloker, that woman displays the infantile type in per- 
pendicularity of forehead, and that she displays a decided tendency to 
prognathism, are quite consistent ; although I am vmder the impression 
that a retreating forehead and projecting jaws generally go together, 
and vlce-versd, that orthomltopy is generally accompanied by ortho- 
gnathism. We must not confound a prominent forehead with a lofty 
or wide forehead : the former characterises the child and the woman, 
the latter characterises man. Camper's facial angle is a very uncertain 
measure of intelligence ; according to it alone, the child would stand 
higher than the man, and perhaps it would be a fair question to ask 
phrenologists, why the child (whose brain is, relatively to its bodj^, go 
much larger than that of the adult,) does not surpass man in intellect? 
" If," says Welcker, " skulls are ranged according to Camper's angle, 
the skull of the infant, contrasted with that of any animal, occupies a 
higher 23lace than the skull of the adult ; but if the skulls are ranged 
according to the increasing angle of the sella the series stands. — man, 
woman, child, animal, "t 

In man, we are so accustomed to associate frontal development of 
skull with intellectual jjower, that we hardly ever complain of exaggera- 
tion or disprojportion caused by a brow very lofty or wide. In the 
female head we cannot dispense with symmetry and proportion, and 
consequently female features, otherwise handsome, are only affected 
less injuriously by a forehead very high and wide, than by a forehead 
" villaniously low." The human head and face, as seen in front, are 
tolerably well defined in outline by the form of an egg : the big end 
represents the skull, the little end the chin ; the short diameter of 
the egg will give the position for the eyes. In man, if the part above 
the eyes be greater than that below, we see nothing objectionable, be- 
cause we associate this excess of coronal elevation with intellectual or 

* Not Greek sculptors only, but the Eomans as well. Horace says of 
Lycoris, "Insignem tenui fronte"; Petronius of Circe, "frons minima". 
The Roman ladies used to hide a portion of their foreheads under narrow- 
bauds (or ribbons) called " nimbas", so generally was a narrow forehead 
considered the perfection of feminine beauty.— (E. V.) Mr. A. thanks the 
writer of this note. Nimbaius, "wearing false hair to make the female fore- 
head seem smaller." Alluding to this custom, Plantus writes : " Quani 
magis adspecto, tam magis est nimbata." 

t 'V'ogt's Lectures, p. 44. The sella turcica, " Turkish saddle," is formed 
by a depression in the sphenoid bone. The sellar angle is determined by 
three points — the root of nose at junction of nasal and frontal bone, the 
anterior margin of occipital foramen, and the pommel of the saddle (olivary 
process), p. 42. ConsvUt diagrams. 
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moral qualities, especially charaoteristio of the masculine nature. But 
in woman's head this excess in the superior region would immediately 
strike the judicious observer, or jDraotical physiognomist, as a fault in 
beauty, for which the corresponding masculine qualities could not 
compensate. A study of antique sculpture and careful observation of 
the heads of men and women, will, I think, enable anthropologists to 
verify these remarks. Alluding to the Venus de Medici, Mr. Walker 
observes,* " The size of the head is sufficiently small to leave that 
predominance to the vital organs in the chest, which makes the nutri- 
tive system jjeculiarly that of woman. This is the first and most 
striking proof of the j)rofound knowledge of the artist, the principles 
of whose art taught him that the vast head, on the contrary, was the 
characteristic of a very different female personage. Phrenologists have 
told us that the head of this Venus is too small ; they might as well 
have said that the head of the Minerva, or of the Jupiter, is too large, 
or a hundred other ignorant inapplicabilities and ridiculous pedantries. 
To set aside ideal forms, sex makes a vast difference in the head, and 
a woman with a small head often produces a son with a large one." 

Whether woman's bi'ain be lai'ger or heavier relatively to her body 
than man's, I have endeavoured to show v/hy, in intellectual power, 
woman will always fall far short of man, owing to the important dis- 
tinction in physical organisation between the sexes. In man we have 
a being formed expressly for undergoing long-sustained mental and 
jihysical labour. In woman, nature has produced a being whose prin- 
cipal functions are evidently intended to be love, leading to gestation, 
parturition, and nutrition. The whole form of woman, carefully and 
judiciously considered, testifies to the grand pvirpose of her existence. 
Her exquisitely perfect organisation is fashioned to aid directly and 
indirectly, the function of reproduction ; nature seems to have com- 
bined in perfection, utility and attractiveness in woman. The beauty 
so liberally lavished on the female form (while it results directly from 
the adaptation of her structure to her special sexual functions,) is 
manifestly intended to charm and allure man so as to bring these 
functions into operation. Her indescribable graces, and the accom- 
plishments of which her sex is exclusively susceptible, take captive her 
fierce conqueror, neutralising the otherwise disastrous consequences 
which might result fi-om the weakness of woman, and the mere brutal 
strength of man. While woman yields in appearance, she disarms her 
would-be tyrant, and the weaker establishes a real and permanent 
supremacy over the stronger sex ; not less real and permanent that it 
is continually and effectually disguised ! Thus does nature obtain her 
object — the per]3etuation of the species, for in spite of all the nonsense 
uttered and written on the subject, woman's mission is maternity. 

Woman's beauty counterbalances the direct advantage of man's 
physical and intellectual sujjeriority ; inspires poet, painter, sculptor ; 
robs sexual passion of its purely animal aspect ; warms the imagina- 
tion of the philosopher, while physiologist and anthropologist acknow- 
ledge its important agency in perpetuating the human species. Knox 
says : " In woman's form I see the perfection of nature's works, the 
* Walker's Analysis of Beauty, p. 340. 
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absolutely perfect, the beautiful, the highest manifestation of abstract 
life, clothed in a physical form, adapted to the corresponding wants of 
her race and species."'"' Hercules at the feet of Ouiphale, Samson 
suocambing to Delilah, Antony losing the world for Cleopatra ; the 
British vestryman subsiding into marital insignificance at his own 
fireside ; the typical Englishmen, while boasting that his house is his 
castle, standing in undisguised awe of his wife; the burly "navvy" 
letting his little wife beat him, and saying, " It jsleases her and it don't 
hurt me," are a few of the illustrations which might be multiiJlied to 
show the folly of the platform cant about the tyranny of man, and the 
slavery of woman. Police reports certainly state that some husbands 
occasionally kick and beat tlieir wives, but such brutality is excep- 
tional. Amongst the humbler classes the " missis" is a very formidable 
personage, and frequently rules the husband despotically, often, it 
must be admitted, for his own good. 

I proceed briefly to examine the assertion that women are beginning 
to rival men successfully in the fields of intellectual labour, put for- 
ward as a triumphant reply to the opponents of sexual eqixality. The 
practical proofs of woman's mental p)0\ver, are exactly in kind and de- 
gree, in quality and quantity, in accoi-dance with the foregoing analysis 
of her intellectual capacity. In the lighter depiartments of literature 
women are diligent workers ; as a general rule, natural sterility is ac- 
companied with literarj' fertility. Single women are the best writers. 
As novelists, so far as popularity is a test of merit, women are running 
our sex very hard. But popularity is not the best test of merit ;t I can- 
not admit that even in fiction, where women excel, that the best female 
novelists are to be compared with the masters of the craft. Women are 
not first-rate novelists ; amongst lady novelists we look in vain for names 
to be compared with those of Cervantes, Le Sage, Sterne, Fielding, 
Eichardson, Scott, Dickens, Thackeray, Balzac, Bulwer Lytton, Cooper, 
Marryat, and many more. A female novel can generally be detected 
by the failure in the attempt to draw masculine character, and describe 
the conversation of men among themselves ; their heroes are often mere 
lay-figures, dressed-up portraits, with about as much flesh and blood 
as might be found in one of Madame Tussaud's wax figures — mere 
caricatures of real living men. It requires the highest order of genius 
to depict successfully a character of the other sex. As there are a thou- 
sand men of genius for one woman of genius, men are more successful 
in delineating women than women are in delineating men. There 
never was a woman who could look into the heart of man as Shake- 
speare has looked into the female heai't. There is not a woman who could 
give us studies of men and women, such as have been bequeathed to 
the compti'ehensive anthropologist, in the novels of Scott, Balzac, and 
Thackeray. We can count our good female novelists on onr fingers. 
As to the " ruck" of female fiction-writers, they may be divided bi'oadly 
into two classes — authors of " goody" novels, which are beneath criti- 
cism ; and naughty novels, which are only not contemptible, because 

* Races of Man, p. 88. 

t The novel which, has had the largest circulation, within the last twenty 
years, is Uncle Tom's Cabin. 



coviii Journal of tlie Antliropological Societt/. 

of their excessive immorality. Talk of Don Juan indeed ! An 
ordinary fashionable " she" novel circulates a moral poison, more prac- 
tically jjernicious and destructive of all purity of j)rinoiple in the rising- 
generation which batten on such garbage, than the open obscenity of 
Holywell Street which comes under Lord Campbell's Act. After ex- 
cepting wromen of genius and talent, who write good novels and excel 
in other departments of literature, we might say that for every woman 
thus legitimately and usefully employed, there are at least fifty women 
writing nonsense and worse than nonsense, puffed up with the flattery 
of complacent critics, and imbued with the idea that they are very 
clever, who would act wisely and profitably for themselves, their 
families, and their readei's, by exchanging the pen for the needle, the 
writing-desk for the piano, or sewing-machine. Let those women who 
attribute this opinion to masculine envy and fear of female rivalship, 
ponder the advice to an intending female author in Mrs. Barrett 
Browming's Aurora Leigh (pp. 48, 52). The generality of those 
esteemed wonderfully clever women impose on none but fools ; the 
acute critic soon detects in the second-hand vamped -up style of her 
books, the masculine authority who guides the female author's pen, 
the discreet man of the world who furnishes her with the details of 
club-life, or the man of letters who secretly dictates her oracles, and 
manufactures to order her impromptu hons mots and happy thoughts. 

There are some very good female artists. Mile. Eosa Bouheur is 
for France what Sir Edwin Landseer is for England, the Raphael of 
animals ; but in the highest branches of painting woman does not rival 
man. Music is the most popular and universal of female accomplish- 
ments, and here, so far as the creative power is concerned, the deficiency 
of women is a remarkable and significant fixct. Where are the great 
female composers to be named with Handel, Mozart, Haydn, Beeth- 
oven, Mendelssohn, Rossini, Yerdi, and a host of other immortal names? 
Music as an art, both vocal and instrumental, constitutes, veryproperly, 
the principal accomplishment of young ladies. To play and sing will 
always form important parts of a young lady's education, and contri- 
bute greatly to the charms of home ; although, even here, it is to be re- 
gretted that parents consult only the fashion, without considering 
individual inclination and capacity. Time and money are wasted in 
the futile attempt to make many girls proficients in music, while some 
valuable faculty is lying dormant and undeveloped. 

With regard to public professions, the stage j^erhaps offers the most 
legitimate field for the display of female energy and talent, whatever 
moralists may say to the contrarjr. We have ample evidence that 
women excel as singers, dancers, and actresses ; in all these depart- 
ments of executive art, woman follows her natural vocation, and grati- 
fies her passion for exhibiting herself, and attracting the admiration of 
the other sex of man. She does the same when she displays her charms 
and her accomplishments, and a good deal of her person, in a ball- 
room ; there, also, business and j^leasure are united ; the ultimate ob- 
ject being marriage, in which wealth and position are more coveted 
than a congenial mind. Female triumphs of the play, the opera, the 
ballet, do not in any way interfere with those of male performers. 
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since there can be no rivalry where there can be no exchange of metier. 
As a dancer woman far surpasses man, not only in the natural grace 
and elegance of her attitudes and morements, but also in lightness 
and activity. Tliis is accounted for by the fact that, though generally 
man's muscular system is better developed than woman's, in some 
parts the muscles are more developed in woman than in man. Mr. 
Walker obsei-ves that, " the muscles of the thighs in woman, having 
larger origins from the jselvis and being less compressed by contact, 
have more liberty to extend themselves. Their thighs are consequently 
remarkable for voluptuous fulness, softness of outline, and exquisite 
polish ; from this results much of the delicacy of the female form, ease, 
suppleness, and grace in its movements."* 

As already observed, woman shows in girlhood an aptitude for 
dancing which man does not p)0ssess. But the profession of all others 
for which woman seems specially adapted is that of an actress ! For this 
pursuit woman is qualified by natural instinct, and bj^ that second 
nature, habit. Subjected all her life to a being mentally and phj^si- 
cally stronger than herself, whose taste she must consult and whom 
she must study to please, striving continually to attain her ends by 
indirect means ; to have her own way when she appears most willing 
to yield ; to govern him whom she has solemnly sworn to obey, woman 
becomes gi'adually an adept in dissimiilation. All women are more or 
less actresses ! Shakespeare has, indeed, told us that we are all, men 
and women, players on the great stage of the woidd. It must be con- 
fessed that if we regard acting in tliis universal sense, man is here 
surpassed by woman. I admit that in the art of disguising her senti- 
ments, passively appearing to be what slie is not, and of actively jDer- 
sonating the very opposite of what she really is, woman is far superior 
to man ! Take lying, for instance : the worst of men often falters at 
telling a deliberate untruth ; if he does lie, he does it in such a clumsy 
way as to show that he is ashamed of the unmanly vice, and he is 
easily detected. I have heard a lady urge as a proof of men's stupidit}^, 
that they did not know how to dissimulate lilce women. I give this 
as evidence that the generality of women are perfectly aware, and de- 
rive a secret satisfaction from tlie conviction, that they circumvent 
men by cunning and deception, although they strenuously deny the 
ftict. Their superiority in this respect is well expressed by Byron : — 
" Now what I love in woman is, they won't 
Or can't do otherwise than lie, but do it 
So well, the very truth seems falsehood to it." 

With respect to the stage, as it is impossible for one sex to trespass 
on the rdle of the other, we enjoy the gratification of witnessing a well 
acted play, or hearing a well-executed opei'a, with the agreeable assur- 
ance that the rivalry of sex is not of an invidious character. Hamlet 
cannot change parts with Ophelia ; nor can tenor and bass covet the 
applause bestowed on soprano and contralto. Language cannot describe 
the powerful influence exerted by a fine female voice in singing. 
Woman, then, is most legitimately employed as dancer, vocalist, and 
actress. 

* Anrdysis, by Walker. 
VOL. VII. 2' 
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In the highest reahns of literature and science, man reigns supreme. 
The inventing, discovering, creating, cogitating mind is jjre-eminently 
masculine ; the history of humanity is conclusive as to the mental 
supremacy of the male sex. Men carry on the business of the world 
in the two great departments — thought and action ; the ideas on which 
depend all the marvellous acts of human intelligence, the discoveries 
in jDhysical science, which have raised man from a savage to a civilised 
being; the jurisprudence, political, civil, military, and religious institu- 
tions which maintain the social structure, are all produced and elabor- 
ated by men. In the domain of pure intellect it is doubtful if women 
have contributed one profound original idea of the slightest permanent 
value to the world ! Not only as thinkers, but as workers, are men pre- 
eminent. Men legislate, govern, invent, colonise, make religions, fight, 
build, and dig. So little demand is there for the direct assistance of wo- 
men in the mental departments which are the special province of man, 
that could all the male intellect in the world be suddenly paratysed or 
annihilated, there is not sufficient development of the abstract princi- 
ples of justice, morality, truth, or of causality and inventive power in 
the female sex, to hold the mechanism of society together for one 
week. Truly does Mr. Charles Reade write : " In matters intellectual 
and moral, the long strain it is that beats them dead. Do not look 
for a Bacona, a Newtona, a Handella, a Victoria Huga. Some American 
ladies tell us education has stopped the growth of these. No ! Mes- 
dames, these are not in nature. They can bubble letters in ten 
m.inutes, which you could no more deliver than a river can play like 
a fountain. They can sparkle gems of stories, they can flash little 
diamonds of poems. The entire sex has never produced one opera or 
one epic that mankind could tolerate for a minute, and why % These 
come by long high-strung labour." 

Our opponents assert that woman is intellectually eywa^, while morally 
superior to man; I think, with Warburton, that "the sum of virtue 
in the female world does, from many accidental causes, far exceed the 
sum of virtue in the male ;" but I cannot admit that woman is morally 
better than man. A little child is, in one sense, more innocent than 
his fiithei-, because too young to be tainted with sin, but the child does 
not know what morality means. Woman preserves the infantile type 
in plumpness, smoothness of skin, and proportions of the head and 
face. Physically, mentally and morally, woman is a kind of adult 
child. This is quite consistent with the highest respect for those 
qualities in which woman transcends man ; for, as a wise pagan has 
said : " The greatest reverence is due to a child." Man is the head of 
creation. The highest examples of p>hysical, mental, and moral ex- 
cellence are found in man. Miss Muloch admits that, " A truly good 
man, from the higher capacities of the male nature, both for virtue 
and vice, is, in one sense, more good than any good woman." 

There never was, and there never v/ill be, a period or a people, where 
the morality of one sex will be in marked contrast to that of the other. 
Men and women are too intimately connected by natvu'e and inter- 
course ; they act and react far too powerfullj' on each other, to pre- 
sent any such miraculous phenomenon. One sex may be a little better 
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than the other, but it is prob<able that if one sex seem a great deal 
better, it is in reality a great deal worse than the other, by adding 
consummate hypocrisy to other sins ! Neither sex can be isolated in 
good or evil. If woman be not all that good men wish her to be ; if 
slie affords some scope for the satirical remark, that " she is a good 
idea spoiled"; it is because she faithfully reflects mascidine failings, 
foibles, virtues, and vices. Woman takes man as her exemplar, and it 
nmst be confessed she does not always get the best jjossible example. 
Though woman, in theory, stoutly proclaims her independence of man 
as an exemplar, this is but superficial seeming. Calling herself (in 
obedience to the new lights) man's intellectual equal, and moral supe- 
rior, woman practically copies man slavishly, directly and indirectly 
consulting his tastes and wishes, or what she imagines them to be ; 
for she is utterly at a loss to fathom the depth of man's character in 
the abstract ; hence her charming inconsistency in the attempt to be 
consistent. 'Woman has, indeed, no method of knowing right from 
wrong, but by implicitly receiving man's dogmatic dicta on every 
question of religion, morals, and the practical conduct of liife. She is 
as utterly incapable of giving a reason for her belief, or tlie principles 
which regulate her life, as of inventing a system of morals, or writing 
books like the Iliad, Newton's Princiiiia, or Locke's Essay on the 
Human Understanding. 

Women are utterly deficient in the highest quality of the human 
mind — Justice I They never see two sides of a question : a woman 
makes a firm friend, an imrelentiug enemy. In a lawsuit I should 
like for my advocate " a sweet girl-graduate with golden hair," wlio 
might gain my cause by making an impression on an intelligent 
British jury. But imagine a strong-minded female on the bench, 
summing up in a case of divorce, or in any case where the rights of 
the sexes were at variance ! Law would, indeed, have new terrors — 
but I shall not pursue a subject which is too serious for a jest. 

The natural and eternal subordination of woman to man, is strik- 
ingly exemplified in her exaggerated admiration for the masculine 
prerogatives — strength and intellect. To the magical influence of the 
latter power woman has ever been more abjectly subject than man. 
Were intellectual equality of the sexes not a mere idle dream, it would 
long ago have produced practical results ; the strong-minded female 
would ere this liave made good her pretensions. Woman's freedom, 
individuality, and independent action in matters of importance, are 
far more apparent than real in civilised countries. Savage life shows 
a much nearer approach to sexual equality, physical, mental, and 
moral. In Em-ope and America, almost every woman is steered through 
life by the reflecting brain, the strong will, and protecting arm of a 
husband, a father, a brother, or a son. If a woman have no male re- 
lative, she has her spiritual director, whether Catholic or Protestant, 
her father confessor or her favourite preacher, who keeps her conscience 
and whom she regards as a demi-god. If there be one woman without 
such a director, she is guided by man-made public opinion, supple- 
mented by oracles uttered by men in past ages. Woman never escapes 
from masculine control, direct or indirect, personal or impersonal ; 
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she is always ruled by some man or men, either living or governing 
from the grave. However superior in the estimation of her own sex, 
however strong-minded and intellectually independent a woman may 
really be, she embodies her ideal of masculine superiority in some 
man, to whose teachings — oral, written, or printed — delivered from 
arm-chair, pulpit, or platform, she listens with implicit reverence, 
making him, to all intents and purposes, an infallible pope from whose 
dictation there is no appeal. The adoration of the devotee being some- 
times misplaced, does not invalidate the significance of the fact, of 
which I leave the advocates of sexual equality to make the best they 
can. Mentally and morally, the female is prostrate before the male 
sex, although the meek idolater often adores a brazen god ! 

To those who ask, What is woman's mission 1 Nature promjsts a 
reply in one word — Maternity ! It is woman's great function, and it 
should be her proud privilege, that she can bear and rear children to 
be men. Is it not a glorious mission to be a wife and mother 1 In 
solacing their husbands, giving them healthy children, and superin- 
tending their education, do not women discharge to the utmost their 
share of duties ? Is there any possible way by which women in general 
could fulfil their vocation better, or more eifectually aid in advancing 
human hajDpiness, racial and national progress 1 To the advocates of 
equality I say, that the women who discharge the conjugal and ma- 
ternal functions properly — those woman who are old-fashioned enough 
to find their happiness in promoting the happiness of their husbands 
and families, are not only the finest specimens of their sex in every 
point of view, but are working far more directly and efliciently for the 
physical, mental, and moral progress of the human species, than the 
superficial, flat-chested, thin- voiced Amazons, who are pouring forth 
sickening prate about the tyranny of man and the slavery of woman ! 
In fulfilling her natural and normal functions, woman does everything ; 
so long as she acts this, she is indeed a pitre, beautiful, high, holy being. 
The future of every man-child mainly depends on the straightness of 
his legs, the robustness of his body, the strength of his constitution, 
the bias given to his mind by early maternal training. Thus the 
career of the man is not only to a gxeat extent determined by the 
mother's care, but may be said to be influenced for good or ill by the 
mother's conduct, before the child sees the light ! 

Compai'e the true woman, who recognises the value and importance 
of the natural functions in their influence on future generations, with 
the little creature who " shunts" the conjugal and maternal duties; 
who rebels against the very instincts of Nature ; who is, forsooth, 
ashamed of being a woman, and in aping man, becomes a nondescript 
— a monster more horrible than that created by Frankenstein. Is it 
possible to conceive a more contemptible and deplorable spectacle than 
that of the female (I will not profane the beautiful name of woman) 
who, having undertaken, and having appointed to her, by nature, 
those functions, in the jsroper fulfilment of which consist the charm 
and glory of the sex, deliberately neglects and abdicates the sacred 
duties and privileges of Avife and mother, to make herself ridiculous by 
meddling in and muddling men's woj'k? Let the being who has thus 
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morally, mentally, and physically, as far as possible, misexed herself, 
be consistent, and imitate the example of American ladies, who, in 
laying aside womanly grace and modesty, have also laid aside the 
garb of woman. 

The old schoolmaster in Adam Bede said, " There is only one thing 
women can do, that men cannot — bear children — and that they do in 
a poor makeshift sort of a way. Better it had been left to the men !" 
Advocates of sexual equality seem to make light of, or utterly ignore, 
woman's mission of maternity. In order that the new doctrines may 
become practical, some important revolutions in the existing functions 
of the sexes must occur. Either, sex must be abolished altogether, 
and some more delicate way of perpetuating the human species in- 
vented ; or men and women must be constituted so that men can 
take their share in the labours of gestation, parturition, and nutrition, 
now devolved solely on woman by the tyranny of man ! If a man 
and his wife could take turn and turn about in bearing children, the 
large family system would be rapidly abolished, and we should rarely 
see a family consisting of more than three children. Nature seems to 
think that she has advanced in the scale of being when she separates 
the sexes ; biit this does not appear to accord with the views of the 
transcendental school, whose principle of sexual equality cannot be 
I'cduced to practice, so long as maternity remains the exclusive func- 
tion of one sex. I beg to draw the attention of medical women to 
this difficulty, which Nature, with true feminine obstinacy, persists in 
throwing in the way of the reformers who ascribe all woman's disa- 
bilities to the injustice of man ! We live in an age of progress, esi^e- 
cially our Yankee cousins ! What might not steam effect in destroy- 
ing the present unjust and onerous division of labom', especially if 
some smart American lady in man's costume would turn her attention 
to tlie delicate subject. Anthropologists of the future might hear 
some lady physician — in reference to the present faulty arrangement 
Avhicli confines child-bearing to women — say, in the immortal words of 
Moliere's " Mock Doctor," " Wous avons change tout cela." 

Common sense disposes of intellectual equality of the sexes. We 
cannot accept the dicta of strong-minded women, who either mistake 
their own restless wishes and caprices for the deliberate views of 
women in general, or who are determined to achieve notoriety at any 
price ! We dare not ignore all lessons of experience, because some 
unhappy wives, and discontented virgins tell us, that all ptast genera- 
tions have utterly misconceived woman's nature and cajaacities ! Tiioii- 
sands of years have amply demonstrated the mental supremacy of 
man, and any attempt to revolutionise the ediication and stat,us of 
woman on the assumption of an imaginary sexual equality, would be 
at variance with tlae normal order of things, and, as Dr. Broca says, 
induce "a perturbance in the evolution of races." I have endeavoured 
to trace the true, irrevocable, everlasting, natural source of the prac- 
tical and beneficial division of duties between men and women. I 
have tried to show that there must be radical, natural, permanent, 
distinctions in the mental and moral conformation, corresponding with 
those in the physical organisation of the sexes. Out upon this selfish 
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■wliimperiiig of masculine women and feminine men, who, in ignorance 
or wilful blindness, ascribe the obvious results of physical distinctions, 
the eternal fiat of Nature, to the tyranny of man ! As if man had 
been for forty centuries deliberately bent upon injuring woman — his 
sister, daughter, wife, mother ! charging on our masculine ancestors 
a moral obtuseness, a short-sighted selfish policy, with no other object 
but to break and cow the spirit of woman. Whether we regard the 
respect shown to women by the ancient Germans, the deification of 
the sex in jjagan religions, or the courtesy received by women in the 
days of chivalry, and still insisted on among all well-bred people, 
history utterly refutes such a fatal and distorted assumption. 

As for some androgynists raving about woman's mission, intellectual 
equality, and moral superiority of woman, etc., it is quite evident that 
under the battle-cry of mental equality of the sexes, they are contend- 
ing really for empire for themselves. They do not want to be treated 
on an equality with man. They desire the masculine in addition to 
the feminine privileges — a man's liberty added to a woman's non-re- 
sponsibility ! They demand the rights of a citizen, knowing they can- 
not be called on to discharge a citizen's duties. They claim every pri- 
vilege of man, while refusing to surrender a single privilege conceded 
to them as women ! At the very instant that such a logical female 
declares herself the equal of man, she would resent as ungentlemauly, 
unmanly, cowardly, the attempt of any man to take her at her word, 
and treat her in eyery respect like one of his own sex ? She is a 
stickler for all the courtesies and conventional amenities, which the 
stronger observes towai'ds the weaker sex as a matter of course, and 
which depend solely on the inequality of the sexes, thus screaming in 
the same breath — equality and inferiority I The masculine woman, 
when she thinks anything is to be got, cries out, " I am, man's equal ! " 
" There is no distinction between the sexes ! " Indeed ! then turn 
out from the chimney-corner, lounge no longer on sofa or ottoman, 
but away into the world, and take your share, lady, in the rough 
work of men without fear or favour. Hear a lady, sheltered from 
cradle to grave, from all the storms which beat on the bare heads of 
millions of both sexes; housed, fed, clothed in luxury, zealously guarded 
from any unpleasant contact with the stern realities of life ; hear such 
a lady regretting that she does not enjoy man's privileges ! Let her 
disguise herself in man's apparel and learn what these privileges are. 
How glad she would be to return to her own costume ! The mascu- 
line woman takes good care to entrench herself in all the feminine 
outworks of propriety, civility, attention, gallantry, deference, and 
those still more solid exactions demanded by the sex in right of its 
weakness, and clieei'fully paid by all gentlemen to all gentlewomen, who 
know how to make their sex respected. The nondescript androgynous 
creatures illustrate the fable of the jackdaw in peacock's feathers. 
They want to usurp our sexual advantages without surrendering their 
own, and necessarily fail to achieve such an impossible combination. 
They want to be both men and women, and they are consequently 
neither the one nor the other.* 

* A female entered a. railway carriage in Amei'ioa, and looked abont foi- a 
seat, evidently expecting some chivalrous Yankee to vacate in lier favour. 
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As for platform orators of both sexes — "Let tliem rave !" If the 
masculine women, now lecturing and writing books to demonstrate 
that there is no sex in mind, do not adorn a tale, they certainly point 
the moral of Pope's lines. 

"Men, some to quiet, some to public strife. 
But every lady would be queen for life." 

No distinction in the minds of men and women ! Nature flatly con- 
tradicts the absurd assertion, and warns against encouraging this 
foolish and mischievous flattery of women. All attemjrts to ignore 
natural well-defined distinctions between the sexes, recoil on both ; 
and, if jsersisted in, would inflict serious injury on the race. As it is, 
these doctrines have a most baneful effect in unsettling society. A 
singular mode of elevating Avoman truty ! To begin by teaching her 
to despise and shirk all the feminine functions, which constitute the 
sjDecial vocation, jiride, joy, and glory of the sex, and woman's natural 
title to man's love and jjrotection : and all for what '? that the ^Jretty 
dears may play at being men ; taking as their models childless disap- 
jDointed wives and virgins, who undertake to teach mothers ! — the 
strong-minded, or rather weak-minded Gorgons, who declare that man 
is " played out," and, like them, while forfeiting the real rights and 
highest privileges of womanhood, become miserable and ridiculous 
caricatures of men. 

Thanks were voted to the author of the paper. 

Dr. Chaeles E. Deysdalb said that though he agreed with much 
in the pajjers, he on the whole disagreed more. Mr. Harris had 
alluded to Adam and Eve ; but all such allusions could scarcely be 
considered as arguments in that Society, many of whose members 
doubted whether such ^Jersons as Adam and Eve ever existed, not 
that he was of the number. Then it was said that the females of 
OUT species were more emotional than the males, while the latter were 
more muscular. But that was not an universal rule ; for in parts of 
Africa, it was said, the males were weaker than the females, because 
the latter did all the work. As to mental qualities, it must be ad- 
mitted that women had not often been philosojjhers ; but it should be 
borne in mind that they had received no education fitting them to 
become so, for less money was expended in the education of females. 
It was not necessary for his argianent to say that females are as 
intellectual as men ; but in the papers the authors under-estimated 
the point at which the intellect of women may arrive, and he thought 
that they might go much farther in intellectual progress than the 
authors supposed. As to the assertion that women possess a greater 
amount of intuition than men, he did not think it was correct. If 
by intuition it were meant that they came to a conclusion sooner, it 
might be so ; but on the whole he thought the intuition argument 
went for nothing. Then, there was the professional argument ; and 

At length she fixed her eye upon a stu.Tdy Quaker, when the following col- 
loquy toot place : " Be you one of the Woman's Eights Convention, who 
think men and women equal?" "I be." "Dost thou think there should 
be no difl'ereuce in the treatment of the sexes?" "I do." "Very well, then, 
stand," was the Quakor's logical reply. 
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several reasons were adduced why "women should not be educated for 
professions. One of these reasons was that women were ill once a 
mouth. That he considered a weak argument, for many women were 
not periodically ill, in the sense of disease or incapacity ; and it was 
an authorised fact that women generally lived longer than men. As 
to the alleged loss of time in childbirth, he thought that argument 
ought not to have been used by Mr. Allan, who was known to be a 
Malthusian, and an advocate for small families ; and if that doctrine 
were practically applied, there would not be much time lost in child- 
bearing. With respect to the size of the brain of women, he appre- 
hended that, compared witli the size of the body, the brain of a 
woman was quite equal to, if not greater, than that of a man. All 
the other arguments opposed to the intellectual equality of women 
were not of much iiuportance. It should be borne in mind that 
women had hitherto been kept in great subjection to man. As it 
was correctly stated in Mr. Mill's book, tliey could not judge of the 
intellectual capacity of women by past history, because circumstances 
had prevented them fronr being properly develoj^ed ; and it might be 
expected that with improved opjjortunities they would take a more 
important part in human affairs. The medical and the legal profes- 
sions, he thought, were both well fitted for women, and as advocates, 
they were adapted to make a great impression on stupid jiu'ies. 
Neither did he see why they should not enter the church. Even if 
they could not write sermons, they might buy them, as he knew 
several clergymen did. He thought that altogether the papers showed 
too much animus against the ladies. 

Dr. Langdon Down thovight that it might be fairly deduced from 
the two papers that man and woman were distinct creatures, as they 
were stated to be in the Mosaic account of the creation. They were 
not alike, and never would be ; and the arguments in the papers 
proved that nature did not intend them to be alike, but differentiated 
beings, the one the complement of the other. 

Mr. Dendy said that the two papers were somewhat difficult to 
discuss, because there was in neither of them any point to take hold 
of Mr. Harris's paper was a correct moral essay, replete with truisms. 
If, in criticising Mr. Allan's paper he might observe, his brain seemed 
so replete with ideas, that he had found it diffiovilt to compress 
tliem, and it was consequently too diffuse for discussion. But the 
great point in both papers seemed to be, that women possess more 
instinct, and men moi'e intellect : that was true. The constitution 
of woman was diiferent from that of man. The sympathies of woman 
v/ere more acute, and she expressed herself accordingly. She was 
better able than man to judge of character, and her sympathies 
were more fully called into action. Most of the distinctions in the 
characters of women might be traced to the influence of the uterus ; 
to the condition of which were to be attributed hysteria, and other 
affections peculiar to woman. Women felt more acutely than men; 
but it should be considered that the occupations of man were 
so various that he could not concentrate his feelings ; while women 
sat at home brooding, perhaps, over some sensational novel, and had 
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their sympathies more stronglj' excited. Thus, they were unable to 
attain a stable state of miud, and went into extremes instead of con- 
centrating their thoughts. Referring to the remarks of Dr. Drysdale, 
there were certain circumstances with regard to women that made 
theui constantly, even morbidly, susceptible. The processes of nature 
produced a sensitive diathesis, which prevented them from having 
the piower of mental decision. Periodical menstruation was iDcouliai; 
to woman, and did not occur in the females of other animals, because 
it was not required ; for they had not the sexual feeling throughout 
the year, as woman naturally possessed, but only at peculiar seasons. 
He was inclined to agree with the authors of both papers ; but he 
■wished they had said something more on which to found an argximent. 

Mr. Lewis observed, with regard to the alleged difference between 
man and woman being attributed to education, that in the Elizabethan 
era women leamt as much as men; but since that period men had 
made immense advances in mechanical and scientific discovery of all 
kinds, while women had not done anything. As to the general dif- 
ference between man and woman, he thought it had been well ex- 
pressed by Mr. Pike in a pax^er previously read, that woman is intel- 
lectually neither superior nor inferior, but is the complement of man. 

Dr. Hunt said, in referring to the remarks of Dr. Drysdale on him- 
self, etc., that he would reserve any expression of his views on this 
subject until some future occasion. 

Mr. HiGGiNS, who had been alluded to by Dr. Hunt as having paid 
some attention to the subject, said it appeared to him that, in dis- 
cussing the asserted natural equality of the sexes, it was necessary to 
leave out of consideration the reproductive function and the structures 
directly related thereto. As regards the sexual organs, the course of 
development is, from an early period of intrauterine life, entirely 
different in the two sexes, and we have no standard by which to de- 
termine relative inferiority or suxDeriority. He believed, however, 
that in other respects the question of equality might be decided by care- 
fully ascertaining, in the first instance, the differences of form and struc- 
tm"e between the average adult man of each race, and, the average 
adult woman, and by thus referring to the special characteristics, the 
child as standard of comparison. This has already been accomplished 
to a considerable extent, and the result ajspears to show that in those 
respects, in which the adult female differs from the adult male, she 
approaches the child ; in other words, woman appears to hold an in- 
termediate position between the man and the child. As to the in- 
feriority in the size of the female brain, he thought that Dr. Hunt 
need not have aiiologised for want of gallantry in alluding to it ; for 
we must not take the absokrte brain-weight, but should compare it 
with the size of the body, and so considered, the brain of woman was 
larger than that of man. He (Mr. Higgins) was, however, bound to 
add, that in this respect, also, women resembled children. It had 
been said that women were distinguished from men by having larger 
organs of the senses ; but he thought that only ap)plied to the eyes, 
and in that respect, likewise, they approached the child. With regard 
to the alleged superior intuition of woman, he should like to have 
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more i^vecise evidence of it. As to the several mental characteristics 
of women, the subject was, no doubt, a very difficult one ; but it 
seemed worthy of remark that Mr. Harris asserted that there was no 
distinction of sex in the mind, while Mr. Allan said that there was; 
and yet these gentlemen apj^eared to have arrived ultimately at the 
same conclusion. 

Dr. Chaenook had only one observation to make on Mr. Harris's 
jDaper. The lattermade a distinction between plantsand the genus/tomo, 
that in the former both sexes are sometimes found in the same plant. 
Now, it had never been proved that the human sjDennatozoon was of 
ony gonder, and the gender of the ovum depended upon the time of 
fecundation ; i. e., upon chance. Dr. Charnock spoke on the authority 
of Pouchet, Hofaeker, Lucas, Huber, and others. 

Dr. Cabter Blake said he could not comprehend what Mr. Allan 
meant by "intuition." The word was very vague, and was, as Mr. 
Allan had used it, in short, nonsense ; but by substituting for it 
" induction," he would remove the difficulty. He objected that no 
authorities of any weight had been advanced by Mr. Allan to show 
that women have deductive minds, and men inductive minds. The 
principal authority on the subject was Mr. Henry T. Buckle's paper, en- 
titled " The Influence of Women on the Progress of Knowledge," March 
19, 1858, in the Royal Institution Proceedings, vol. ii, jd. 504, which 
was properly expressed in the language of metajjhysics, but Mr. Buckle 
was not quoted ; and if it appeared that Mr. Allan had not read the 
chief work on the subject that was worth reading, then Mr. Allan's 
paper, when compared with that of Mr. Buckle, showed many marks 
of a coincidence which could scarcely be said to be accidental. 

Mr. G. Harris, in reply, observed, that the difference pursued in 
the education of women was quite insufficient to account for the dif- 
ference iu their mental condition. As regards literature and the arts, 
they had as amp)le education as the men, and far greater leisure. 
With respect to what had been said about the few great female 
sovereigns, it should be recollected how rarely women were permitted 
to ascend the throne ; but he did think it an imreasonable anomaly 
that v/omen shoidd be allowed to rule over nations, and yet be de- 
barred the exercise of common political privileges. He repeated, as 
he had laid down in his paper, that iu mind itself there was no differ- 
ence in sex, — it was a difference arising entirely out of material 
organisation, and was not uniformly of either mental or moral su- 
periority on either side. 

Mr. J. McGrigor Allan, in his reply, especially noticed the speech 
of Dr. Drysdale, a visitor, and thanked that gentleman for his cour- 
teous opposition to his views. He was not exactly liable to the rebuke 
of Mr. Dendy, as he had admitted that it was doubtful if menstrua- 
tion was a characteristic of female apes and other mamjmalia. With 
women, especially in our artificial state of existence, and among those 
who lived luxuriously, he believed menstruation occupied much longer 
than the average of two days in the month. The varioiis sexual dis- 
eases to which women are liable, rendered it utterly impossible for 
them, especially for those who fulfilled conjugal and maternal func- 
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tions, to rival men in arduous professional duties. Even if -women 
had the time, they had not the constitution or temperament which 
made such duties congenial. As to the law, women were notablj' de- 
ficient in the ability to see two sides of a question, in the cool judgment 
and impartiality requisite in a judge. With regard to Mr. Lewis's 
observations, he quite agreed there was no question of absolute su- 
periority in sex. If Mr. Allan had been permitted to finish his pajier, 
he would have told them that the women who find their happiness at 
home, in promoting the welfare of their husbands and their families, 
are not only the finest specimens of their sex in every point of view, 
but are advancing, far more directly and efiiciently, the physical, 
mental, and moral progress of the human s|)eoies, than those Amazons 
who prate about the tyranny of man and slavery of women. In 
reference to the reniarks of Mr. Higgins, Mr. A. agreed with that 
gentleman in describing woman as a kind of adult child. He had 
drawn attention to Wallcer's statement, that the organs of sense (not 
the external organs, biit the nerves proceeding to them from the 
brain), are proportionally larger than in man. Here we might have 
the true j)hysiologioal cause of a daily-experienced fact, that man 
represents intellect, woman instinct, — man reasons, woman feels. 
Probably Mr. Higgins would yet discover that women are greater 
adepts than men in dissimulation. Byron, who knew a good deal 
about the sex, had written — 

" NoWj what I love in woman is, they won't 
Or can't do otherwise than lie, but do it 
So well, the very truth seems falsehood to it." 

As he had courteously acknowledged some anatomical information 
received from Dr. Carter Blake, Mr. Allan regretted that gentleman 
had not criticised his i^aper in a more courteovis manner. He had 
depreciated several excellent authorities quoted, becaiise they were 
novelists. We might learn far more of the characteristic distinctions 
of the female mind fi'om novelists like Balzac, Thackeray, Charles 
Reade, etc., than from measuring skulls. Where could we find a 
more scientific contrast of the characters of Celt and Saxon, than in 
Scott's novels ? Mr. Allan had not read that work of Mr. Buckle re- 
ferred to, therefore he was not guilty of plagiarism ; and as he had 
been studying the V/oman Question for fifteen years, and had fre- 
quently published his views thereon, he was quite competent to form 
an opinion independent of that able writer. Mr. Allan regretted that 
owing to the manner in which his jjaper had been brought before the 
meeting, the discussion on an important anthropological question, 
then attracting so much attention, should have been of such an un- 
satisfactory and nugatory character. 



June 15th, 1869. 
John Bedboe, Esq., M.D., President, in the Chair. 

Tpie minutes of the previous meeting were read and oonfiimed. 

The following new Fellows Vyfere announced to have been elected ; 



